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There are three questions with which the Govern-
ment has here to deal, viz.:

1.   Were proper measures of precaution taken in
view of the coming gale; and if not, who is respon-
sible for the omission ?

2.  When the tempest actually broke, how did the
officers of the several departments acquit themselves
of the duties which fell to their charge ?

3.   Were the mechanical means at their disposal,
and the regulations under which these are applied,
such as the nature of the case required ? and if not,
what changes are in this respect desirable ?

1. With respect to the first question it is to be
observed, that as early as the 29th April the weather
showed signs of approaching evil, which continued
and increased till towards evening on the 1st of

May.....Further, the Port Rules require that

sailing ships shall anchor outside 6^ fathoms water,
and that in threatening weather captains shall go
on board their ships, and make ready to put to sea.
Not the slightest endeavour was made to induce
compliance with these rules. It is not too much
to say that most, if not all of the loss of life and
property which ensued, might have been prevented but
for this dereliction of sufficiently evident duty.....

The weather appears to have cleared towards
the evening of the 1st May, insomuch that all the
nautical men interested seem to have believed that
the danger was over. But during the whole of the
30th April and 1st May the Government Astronomer
represents himself as aware of the probability of a